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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed June 6, 2006, with respect to the amended claims 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant sates "Tamir teaches nothing about (see claim 1) inputting 
segmentation information and retrieval data where the segmentation information 
indicates a time slice of a subject in a video with several video streams and the retrieval 
data indicates an attribute of the subject, converting the multiple video stream segments 
into an animation files according to the segmentation information and associating the 
animation files with the retrieval data, storing the animation files and the retrieval data, 
and when any of the retrieval data is selected as retrieval condition, outputting and 
displaying the animation files associated with the retrieval condition." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., several video streams) are not recited in rejected claim 1. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Tamir discloses: 

• Inputting segmentation information and retrieval data where the 

segmentation information indicates a time slice of a subject in a video (Col 
7, Lines 48-53 and 59-63). 
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• The retrieval data indicates an attribute of the subject (Col 7, Lines 48-53). 

• Converting the video stream segments into an animation files according to 
the segmentation information (Col 7, Lines 59-63; Col 8, Lines 36-44). 
The disclosed index video segment created by the image analyzer 50 
meet the limitation of an animation file. 

• Associating the animation files with the retrieval data. The video 
segments are index by various criteria, which meet the limitation of the 
retrieval data. 

• Storing the animation files and the retrieval data (Col 7, Lines 48-53). 

• When any of the retrieval data is selected as retrieval condition, outputting 
and displaying the animation files associated with the retrieval condition 
(Col 7, Lines 48-63; Col 13, Lines 38-43). The examiner interprets the 
indexing information to be the retrieval data. The user may sort (i.e. the 
retrieval condition) the video segment by indexing information. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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3. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-10 and 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tamir et al. (US Pat No 5,923,365). 

In regard to claim 1 , Tamir a sports event video manipulating system for 
manipulating a representation of a sports event (abstract). The claimed limitation of "an 
input unit inputting segmentation information and retrieval data wherein the 
segmentation information indicates a time slice for each part of picture data continuous 
in time series about a subject and the retrieval data indicates an attribute of the subject 
corresponding to each part of picture data assigned to each time slice" is met by Figure 
1, Items 72, 80 and 30 (See Col 7, Lines 48-53). The claimed limitation of "a storage 
unit segmenting and converting the continuous picture data into plural animation files 
according to the segmentation information, associating each of the plural animation files 
with the corresponding retrieval data, and storing the plural animation files and the 
retrieval data" is met by Figure 1 , Item 40 (See Col 6, Lines 54-58). The claimed 
limitation of "an output unit, when any retrieval data is selected as retrieval condition 
from among the retrieval data inputted by the input unit, outputting an animation file that 
is associated with the selected retrieval data and is stored in the storage unit and 
displaying the outputted animation file" is met by Figure 1, Item 70, 30 and 50 (See Col 
8, Lines 5-10; Col 13, 31-41). The claimed limitation of "wherein the subject is a player 
of a ball game being performed and all the segmentation information is inputted by a 
user" is met by Figure 1, Items 72, 80 and 30 and Figure 2. 

In regard to claims 2-3, Tamir discloses the claimed limitation of "retrieval data 
contains information about a delivery of a ball" and "retrieval data contains information 
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about a course of a ball" (See Col 8, Lines 5-1 0; Col 8, Lines 56-59; Col 1 0, Lines 28- 
40). 

In regard to claims 5 and 6, Tamir discloses the claimed limitation of "said 
segmentation information comprises a record starting time and a record ending time 
which are absolute times" and "record starting time said record ending time are record 
starting time and a record ending time each delivery of a ball" (See Col 7, Lines 38-47; 
Col 8, Lines 5-10). 

In regard to claim 7, the claimed limitation of "an input unit inputting common 
segmentation information and retrieval data wherein the segmentation information 
indicates a time slice common to plural different pieces of picture data continuous in 
time series about a subject and the retrieval data indicates an attribute of the subject 
corresponding to each part of picture data assigned to each time slice" is met by Figure 
1, Items 72, 80 and 30 (See Col 7, Lines 48-53). The claimed limitation of "a storage 
unit segmenting and converting each of the plural different pieces of continuous picture 
data into plural animation files according to the common segmentation information, 
associating each of the plural animation files with the corresponding retrieval data, by 
which one niece of the retrieval data is associated with plural animation files 
corresponding to the same common segmentation information and having been 
converted from the plural different nieces of the continuous picture data, and storing the 
plural animation files and the retrieval data" is met by Figure 1 , Item 40 (See Col 6, 
Lines 54-58). The claimed limitation of "an output unit for, when any retrieval data is 
selected as retrieval condition from among the retrieval data inputted by the input unit, 
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outputting an animation file that is associates with the selected retrieval data and is 
stored in the storage unit and displaying the outputted animation file" is met by Figure 1, 
Item 70, 30 and 50 (See Col 8, Lines 5-10; Col 13, 31-41). The claimed limitation of 
"wherein the subject is a player of a ball game being performed and all the common 
segmentation information is inputted by a user" is met by Figure 1 , Items 72, 80 and 30 
and Figure 2. 

In regard to claims 9-10, Tamir discloses the claimed limitation of "retrieval data 
contains information about a delivery of a ball" and "retrieval data contains information 
about a course of a ball" (See Col 8, Lines 5-10; Col 8, Lines 56-59; Col 10, Lines 28- 
40). 

In regard to claims 12 and 13, Tamir discloses the claimed limitation of "said 
segmentation information comprises a record starting time and a record ending time 
which are absolute times" and "said subject a player of ball game being performed, and 
said record starting time said record ending time are record starting time and a record 
ending time each delivery of a ball" (See Col 7, Lines 38-47; Col 8, Lines 5-10). 

Claims 14 and 15 are met by that discussed above for claims 1 and 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tamiretal in view of Hirayama etal. (US Pat No 5,732,185). 

In regard to claim 8, Tamir fails to disclose the claimed limitation of "said plural 
pieces of continuous picture data are different from each other and obtained by 
capturing the subject from plural directions". Hirayama teaches "said plural pieces of 
continuous picture data are different from each other and obtained by capturing the 
subject from plural directions" (Col 6, Lines 20-36) so as to allow the "user the 
opportunity to select any scene he or she whishes to see" (Col 6, Lines 20-21). 
Consequently, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Tamir to utilize plural pieces of continuous picture data are different from each other and 
obtained by capturing the subject from plural directions for the stated advantage. 

In regard to claim 16, Tamir discloses "associating the time segment for each of 
the streams with an attribute corresponding to the subject, converting the time segment 
for each of the streams into corresponding animation files, storing the animation files 
with the attribute, and retrieving and displaying the animation files when the attribute is 
used as a retrieval condition" as discussed for claims 1 and 7. Tamir fails to disclose 
the claimed limitation of "capturing a same time segment of plural video streams of a 
subject". Hirayama teaches "capturing a same time segment of plural video streams of 
a subject" (Col 6, Lines 20-36) so as to allow the "user the opportunity to select any 
scene he or she whishes to see" (Col 6, Lines 20-21). Consequently, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Tamir with capturing a same 
time segment of plural video streams of a subject for the stated advantage. 
6. Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tamir et al. in view of Katayama (US Pat No 5,769,713). 

In regard to claims 4 and 1 1 , Tamir fails to disclose that the "retrieval data 
contains information about a play state in the play of the ball game". Katayama teaches 
"retrieval data contains information about a play state in the play of the ball game" (See 
Col 1, Lines 49-52; Col 2, Lines 1-12) so as to allow the user to instantaneously 
understand the progress of a game. Consequently, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify Tamir with "retrieval data contains information about 
a play state in the play of the ball game" for the stated advantage. 



Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Manning whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7352. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JM 

August 15, 2006 
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